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DETAILED ACTION 

1 . This communication is responsive to Amendment filed 7/14/20 1 1 . 

2. Claims 1, 3, 7, 9, 11-12, 27 and 30-41 are pending in this application. This action is 
made Final. 



Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 

3. The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 103(a) which forms the basis for all 
obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set forth in 
section 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and the prior art are 
such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the invention was made to a person 
having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. Patentability shall not be negatived by the 
manner in which the invention was made. 

4. Claims 1, 3, 7, 9, 1 1-12, 27, and 30 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being 
unpatentable over Kilgore et al. ("Kilgore", US 6,877,015) in view of Etheredge (US 6,172,674). 

As per claim 1, Kilgore teaches a computer- implemented method for displaying data 
associated with a search browser, comprising: 

displaying a plurality of content sliders (Fig. 6, sliders 620), each slider having a 
draggable slide knob and two ends (col. 5, lines 59-61; col. 6, lines 61-66), wherein each of the 
plurality of sliders corresponds to a different aspect of content (col. 6, lines 65-66, category) and 
wherein each of the plurality of sliders is associated with a different set of content-related 
characteristics (col. 5, lines 61-62); 

for each of the plurality of content sliders, determining a currently set value of the slider 
based on a position of the slider's draggable slide knob in between the slider's ends (col. 6, lines 
61-66; col.7, lines 5-11), 
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displaying data corresponding to the currently set values of the plurality of content sliders 
(Fig. 6, col. 7, lines 17-21), the data comprising a set of one or more results having characteristics 
that match the currently set values of the plurality of sliders (col.7, lines 17-21); 

receiving user input corresponding to a drag of the draggable slide knob of a first content 
slider to a new position in between the ends of the first content slider (col.7, lines 17-21; Fig. 6, 
Year slider); 

determining a changed value of the first content slider based on the new position of the 
draggable slider knob in between the first slider's ends (col.7, lines 17-21; Fig. 6, Year slider); 
and 

updating the displayed data to correspond to changed value of the first content slider, the 
updated data comprising a second set of one or more results having characteristics that match the 
changed value of the first content slider (col.7, lines 17-21; Fig. 6, Year slider). 

Although Kilgore teaches the method in one example for illustration purposes it may 
also be implemented in other examples (Kilgore, col. 2, lines 35-41). Kilgore does not teach the 
data to be associated with an electronic program guide displaying programming content. 
Etheredge teaches a method of displaying data in an electronic program guide wherein a 
draggable slide knob is used to filter program data (Etheredge, Fig. 4, slider 234; col.21, lines 27- 
37). It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time of the invention to 
use Etheredge 's teaching displaying programming content with Kilgore 's method as an 
alternative example for implementing the invention. 

Independent claims 3, 7 and 9 are individually similar in scope to independent claim 1, 
and are therefore rejected under similar rationale. 
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As per claim 1 1, the method of Kilgore and Etheredge teaches the computer- implemented 
method further comprising, displaying the draggable slide knobs of each of the plurality of 
programming content sliders concurrently with the electronic program guide data (Kilgore, Fig. 6, 
data 610; draggable sliders 620; Etheredge, Fig.4, draggable slider 234; col.21, lines 27-37). 

Claim 12 is similar in scope to claim 11, and is therefore rejected under similar rationale. 

As per claim 27, the method of Kilgore and Etheredge teaches wherein the electronic 
program guide data corresponds to television program listings (Etheredge, Fig.4, col.6, lines 5- 
6). 

Claim 30 is similar in scope to claim 27, and is therefore rejected under similar rationale. 

5. Claims 31, 35 and 36 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over 
Kilgore et al. ("Kilgore", US 6,877,015) and Etheredge (US 6,172,674) in view of Ohkura et al. 
("Ohkura", US 6,005,601) 

As per claim 31, the method of Kilgore and Etheredge teaches the method of claim 1, 
wherein the first content slider corresponds to a slider with a draggable slide knob (Kilgore, 
col. 5, lines 59-61; col.6, lines 63-66). However, the method does not teach the slider to be a 
genre slider. Ohkura teaches a method of displaying EPG data filtered according to a selected 
genre (Ohkura, Fig. 17, Area Z). It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at 
the time of the invention to include Ohkura' s teaching with the method of Kilgore and Etheredge 
in order to filter content based on various criteria. 

As per claim 35, the method of Kilgore and Etheredge teaches the method of claim 1, 
further comprising displaying a plurality of draggable slide knobs however does not teach the 
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currently set values of each of the plurality of draggable slide knobs directly on the 
corresponding draggable slide knob. Ohkura teaches a method of displaying EPG data filtered 
according to a selected slide knob positioned on a value (Ohkura, Fig. 17, 100Z). It would have 
been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time of the invention to include Ohkura 's 
teaching with the method of Kilgore and Etheredge in order to view the currently set value. 

Claim 36 is similar in scope to claim 31, and is therefore rejected under similar rationale. 

6. Claims 32, 37, and 40-41 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable 
over Kilgore et al. ("Kilgore", US 6,877,015) and Etheredge (US 6,172,674) in view of Schein et 
al. ("Schein", US 6,388,714). 

As per claim 32, the method of Kilgore and Etheredge teaches the method of claim 1, 
wherein the programming content sliders have draggable slide knobs (Kilgore, col. 5, lines 59-61; 
col. 6, lines 63-66; Etheredge, Fig.4, draggable slider 234). However, the method does not teach 
the slide knob to be an actor slider with a draggable slide knob. Schein teaches a method of 
displaying program content wherein content may be viewed based on actor (Schein, col. 15, lines 
31-36). It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time of the invention 
to include Schein' s teaching of actor filter criteria with the method of Kilgore and Etheredge in 
order to filter content based on various criteria. 

Claim 37 is similar in scope to claim 32, and is therefore rejected under similar rationale. 

As per claim 40, the method of Kilgore and Etheredge teaches the method of claim 1, 
wherein the programming content sliders corresponds to a slider with a draggable slide knob 
(Kilgore col. 5, lines 59-61; col. 6, lines 63-66; Etheredge, Fig.4, draggable slider 234). However, 
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the method does not teach the slide knob to be a director slider with a draggable slide knob. 
Schein teaches a method of displaying program content wherein content may be viewed based on 
director (Schein, col. 15, lines 31-36). It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the 
art at the time of the invention to include Schein' s teaching of director filter criteria with the 
method of Kilgore and Etheredge in order to filter content based on various criteria. 

Claim 41 is similar in scope to claim 40, and is therefore rejected under similar rationale. 

7. Claims 33 and 38 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over Kilgore 
et al. ("Kilgore", US 6,877,015) and Etheredge (US 6,172,674) in view of Gibson (US 
5,526,480). 

As per claim 33, the method of Kilgore and Etheredge teaches the method of claim 1, 
further comprising updating the displayed data to correspond to changed value of the first 
content slider (Kilgore, col.7, lines 17-21; Fig. 6, Year slider). However, the method does not 
teach updating a display of a second programming content slider to modify the associated set of 
content-related characteristics for the second programming content slider based on the changed 
value of the first programming content slider. Gibson teaches a method of displaying 
multimedia data using a plurality of scrollbars wherein changing a first scrollbar also updates a 
second scrollbar accordingly (Gibson, col. 5, line 51-col.6, line 2). It would have been obvious to 
one of ordinary skill in the art at the time of the invention to include Gibson's teaching with the 
method of Kilgore and Etheredge in order to eliminate value options for faster results. 

Claim 38 is similar in scope to claim 33, and is therefore rejected under similar rationale. 
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8. Claims 34 and 39 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over Kilgore 
et al. ("Kilgore", US 6,877,015), Etheredge (US 6,172,674) and Gibson (US 5,526,480) in view 
of Schein et al. ("Schein", US 6,388,714). 

As per claim 34, the method of Kilgore, Etheredge and Gibson teaches the method of 
claim 33, comprising updating a display of a second programming content slider to modify the 
associated set of content-related characteristics for the second programming content slider based 
on the changed value of the first programming content slider (Gibson, col. 5, line 51-col.6, line 
2). However, the method does not teach the slider to be a genre, an actor or director slider. 
Schein teaches a method of displaying program content wherein content may be viewed based on 
genre or actor (Schein, col. 15, lines 31-36, 51-52). It would have been obvious to one of 
ordinary skill in the art at the time of the invention to include Schein' s teaching with the method 
of Kilgore, Etheredge and Gibson in order to filter content based on various criteria. 

Claim 39 is similar in scope to claim 34, and is therefore rejected under similar rationale. 

Response to Arguments 

9. Applicant's arguments filed 7/14/201 1 have been fully considered but they are not 
persuasive. 

Applicant argued the following: 

a) There is no motivation to combine Kilgore and Etheredge. 

b) Kilgore's slider controls only define a range of values based on the positions of the 
slider's ends, and do not include a draggable slide knob between the ends. Therefore, Kilgore 
does not teach or suggest "determining a currently set value of the slider based on a position of 
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the slider's draggable slide knob in between the slider's ends," or "determining a changed value 
of the first programming content slider based on the new position of the draggable slider knob in 
between the first slider's ends." 

c) Kilgore does not teach "programming content sliders," each of which "corresponds to a 
different aspect of programming content" and "is associated with a different set of content- 
related characteristics of broadcast programs," as recited in claims 1, 3, 7, and 9. Etheredge does 
not cure the deficiencies of Kilgore and Etheredge still does not teach "a plurality of 
programming content sliders". Etheredge discloses a single slider only. 

d) Ohkura does not teach "a genre slider with a draggable genre slide knob," as recited in 
claims 31 and 36. 

e) Claims 32 and 37 each recite, "an actor slider with a draggable actor slide 
knob," and claims 40 and 41 each recite, "wherein the first programming content slider 
corresponds to a director slider with a draggable director slide knob, and wherein the director 
slider is associated with a set of names of directors of the broadcast programs displayed on the 
electronic program guide." Schein describes, at most, a method that allows users to perform text 
searches for movies that have a certain actor. 

f) None of Kilgore, Etheredge, Okhura, Schein, or Gibson, discloses multiple sliders 
corresponding to different aspects of programming content. Thus, the cited references also do 
not teach one programming content slider based on a changed value of another programming 
content slider as recited in amended claims 33, 34, 38, and 39. 



The Examiner disagrees for the following reasons: 
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Per a) In response to applicant's argument that there is no teaching, suggestion, or 
motivation to combine the references, the examiner recognizes that obviousness may be 
established by combining or modifying the teachings of the prior art to produce the claimed 
invention where there is some teaching, suggestion, or motivation to do so found either in the 
references themselves or in the knowledge generally available to one of ordinary skill in the art. 
See In re Fine, 837 F.2d 1071, 5 USPQ2d 1596 (Fed. Cir. 1988), In re Jones, 958 F.2d 347, 21 
USPQ2d 1941 (Fed. Cir. 1992), and KSR International Co. v. Teleflex, Inc., 550 U.S. 398, 82 
USPQ2d 1385 (2007). In this case, Kilgore utilizes an example of displaying sales content to 
demonstrate the invention utilizing a plurality of sliders (col.2, lines 35-41) while Etheredge may 
be combined with Kilgore to demonstrate such an invention to be used in a EPG as in Etheredge 
which also uses a slider to filter programming content on an EPG. 

Per b) Kilgore clearly teaches a draggable slider knob between two ends (col. 6, lines 61- 
66, slider 620, 720) which may be dual or single. As the slider is changed the value displayed is 
also changed (Fig. 7, 730; col. 7, lines 5-11). 

Per c) In response to applicant's arguments against the references individually, one cannot 
show nonobviousness by attacking references individually where the rejections are based on 
combinations of references. See In re Keller, 642 F.2d 413, 208 USPQ 871 (CCPA 1981); In re 
Merck & Co., 800 F.2d 1091, 231 USPQ 375 (Fed. Cir. 1986). Kilgore utilizes an example of 
displaying sales content to demonstrate the invention utilizing a plurality of sliders (col.2, lines 
35-41) while Etheredge may be combined with Kilgore to demonstrate such an invention to be 
used in a EPG to display programming content rather than the sales content of Kilgore. 
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Per d and e),In response to applicant's arguments against the references individually, one 
cannot show nonobviousness by attacking references individually where the rejections are based 
on combinations of references. See In re Keller, 642 F.2d 413, 208 USPQ 871 (CCPA 1981); In 
re Merck & Co., 800 F.2d 1091, 231 USPQ 375 (Fed. Cir. 1986). Kilgore teaches the use of 
sliders whereas Ohkura is simply combined to teach the searching of content via a different 
criteria of genre and Schein is simply combined to teach the searching of content via a different 
criteria of actor/director. 

Per f), In response to applicant's arguments against the references individually, one 
cannot show nonobviousness by attacking references individually where the rejections are based 
on combinations of references. See In re Keller, 642 F.2d 413, 208 USPQ 871 (CCPA 1981); In 
re Merck & Co., 800 F.2d 1091, 231 USPQ 375 (Fed. Cir. 1986). Kilgore teaches the use of 
multiple sliders while Etheredge may be combined with Kilgore to demonstrate such an 
invention to be used in a EPG to display programming content rather than the sales content of 
Kilgore. Further, Gibson teaches the updating of a second scrollbar in response to changing the 
value of a first one (Gibson, col. 5, line 51-col.6, line 2). 

Conclusion 

10. THIS ACTION IS MADE FINAL. Applicant is reminded of the extension of time 
policy as set forth in 37 CFR 1.136(a). 

A shortened statutory period for reply to this final action is set to expire THREE 
MONTHS from the mailing date of this action. In the event a first reply is filed within TWO 
MONTHS of the mailing date of this final action and the advisory action is not mailed until after 
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the end of the THREE-MONTH shortened statutory period, then the shortened statutory period 
will expire on the date the advisory action is mailed, and any extension fee pursuant to 37 
CFR 1.136(a) will be calculated from the mailing date of the advisory action. In no event, 
however, will the statutory period for reply expire later than SIX MONTHS from the mailing 
date of this final action. 

Communications 

11. Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to Sajeda Muhebbullah whose telephone number is (571) 272-4065. 
The examiner can normally be reached on Tuesday /Wednesday and alt. Mondays from 8:00 am 
to 4:30 pm (EST). 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, Dennis Chow, can be reached on (571) 272-7767. 

The central fax number for the organization where correspondence for this application or 
proceeding is assigned is (571) 273-8300. 

Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the Patent 

Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for published applications 
may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. Status information for unpublished 
applications is available through Private PAIR only. For more information about the PAIR 
system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should you have questions on access to the Private PAIR 
system, contact the Electronic Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). 
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